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ORDER

This 11" day of February 2011, upon consideration of thécacdo
show cause why this appeal should not be dismiagsddhe case history of
the appeal, it appears to the Court that:

(1) By notice issued on November 17, 2010, the Cbhieputy
Clerk directed thero se appellant to show cause why the appeal should not
be dismissed for the appellant’s failure to file tipening brief. The notice
to show cause was sent by certified mail to theshgpt’'s attention at the

address provided by the appellant in the noticappleal.

! Del. Supr. Ct. R. 29(b).



(2) The notice to show cause was returned to theceObf the
Clerk with the notation “return to sender.” Prioailings to the appellant
were similarly returned.

(3) The Court notes that the appellant has nofiadtthe Clerk of
a change of addredsThe Court further notes that an attempt by thécef
of the Clerk to locate the appellant was unsucoéSsf Under these
circumstances, dismissal of the appellant's appealdeemed to be
unopposed.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, pursuant to Supredboeirt
Rules 3(b) and 29(b), that the appeal is DISMISSED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Randy J. Holland
Justice

2 The October 1, 2010 brief schedule and November2020 brief delinquency letter
also were returned marked “return to sender” arlfioable to forward.”

3 See Del. Supr. Ct. R. 12(c) (providing that “[a]s andiition for a party appearing pro se,
the party must designate a mailing address . r. thi® receipt of all notices, papers and
orders filed in the case”).

* The docket reflects that the Chief Deputy Clerkitacted the appellant's probation
officer in an attempt to locate the appellant basvadvised that the appellant’s address
was unknown.



